
558 REVIEWS OF BOOKS July

of public documents, or desire to trace minutely the course of events.
The first English example of such a laborious compilation was set by
Sir Thomas Duffus Hardy, who printed in vol. xxii. of the Archceologia
in 1829 an itinerary of King John, which he afterwards reprinted and
prefixed in 1885 to the first volume of his ' Calendar of the Patent Bolls.'
In 1861 the Rev. C. H. Hartshorne privately printed (or reissued from
some journal) an itinerary of Edward II, in which,however, the entries for
July (the month n which the reign began) are often incorrect. A third
and much more elaborate and exact work is E. W. Eyton's ' Court,
Household, and Itinerary of King Henry II, ' published in 1878, which is
very valuable for its detailed narrative. And it is announced that an
itinerary for the long reign of Henry III is in preparation. There have,
therefore, been but few precursors of the present work, and with them this
will fall into line. The first volume extends from 1272 to 1285. It com-
mences with a prefatory letter to the marquis of Bute, summarising
briefly the journeys of the reign, followed by an ecclesiastical calendar
(from a Bodleian MS. which belonged to the priory of Knaresborough
or Kirkham), as being useful for reference in matters of date. For
1272-8, years of Edward's stay in Italy and France, few particulars are
ascertainable, but while in Italy he remained chiefly at Orvieto. From
the time, however, of his return to England in August 1274 there are
very few days on which his movements cannot be traced, and exact
references are given to the various records which supply them. The
second volume comprehends the remainder of the reign, and begins with
a Scottish calendar from the Herdmanston antiphonary as printed in
Bishop Forbes's ' Kalendars of Scottish Saints.' Here, again, while the
king was in France in 1286-8 the entries are somewhat scanty, but in all
the other years the daily record is almost entirely complete. A very
valuable appendix contains, first, a series of six maps tracing the
course of the various Scottish campaigns, with a reprint of the two texts
of the French narrative of that in 1296, and, secondly, various documents
relating to the death of Queen Eleanor and of the king. Careful indexes
of places and persons complete the volume. Throughout the whole great
pains have been taken to trace obscure places and to verify doubtful names,
although a few of the latter may still be open to question. By a
binder's mistake some cancelled pages appear in the middle of the
calendar in the second volume. W. D. MACBAY.

A History of tlie English Church. Edited by the Very Eev. W. R. W.
STEPHENS, B.D., Dean of Winchester, and the Eev. WILLIAM HUNT,
M.A. Vol. III. The English Church in the Fourteenth and Fifteenth
Centuries. By W. W. CAPES, M.A., Eector of Bramshott and
Honorary Canon of Winchester. (London : Macmillan. 1900.)

THAT the history of the medieval church should be so interesting in the
original authorities, and for the most part so dull in text-books or ' standard
writers,' is partly due, no doubt, to the partisan aims and theological
prejudices of the writers: the most interesting facts have often been
just those which the writers wished to conceal. Another reason is that
many of the original authorities have only recently become conveniently
accessible. Among these may be mentioned cathedral statutes, municipal
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records, university documents, the episcopal registers, and the writings
of Wycliffe. In both these directions Mr. Capes's book is a very decided
improvement upon any work of the kind with which I am acquainted.
He is singularly free from partisanship, and has really used the great
masses of new material, and the comments of other writers upon that
material, which have of late so rapidly increased. His book is
eminently readable, .interesting, and trustworthy. Mr. Capes has
grasped the importance of the episcopal registers as sources of
information about the practical working of the medieval church.
The earlier portion of his work, dealing with the course of external
events, is, on the whole, less successful than the succeeding chapters
upon the state of the church—the work and position of the bishops,
of the cathedral, of the monks and friars, of the ordinary parish
church. It is always a difficult task to disentangle the distinctly
ecclesiastical from the secular history, and in attempting to do so Mr.
Capes occasionally becomes a little vague and allusive. We feel some-
times that there should have been a little less detail or a little more.
But it is not easy to praise too highly the later chapters of his book.
The want of detailed references to authorities, imposed upon the author
by the plan of the series, and some little vagueness or inaccuracy about legal
details, e.g. about the position and jurisdiction of the ecclesiastical courts
—possibly due to the fact that the author is not a lawyer—are almost
the only defects which seriously impair the value of the book as an
account of the ecclesiastical system for the period with which it deals.
Occasionally too there is a want of explanation. We have, for instance,
' prebends ' mentioned without their meaning and origin being definitely
explained, though their nature may perhaps be gathered from the sequel.

When we come to matters of opinion Mr. Capes's view of the medieval
church seems to be singularly fair and judicial. On the whole it appears
to me a little too favourable. He is quite right, no doubt, in trying to
show that no class of medieval ecclesiastics was quite so black a3 they are
painted by reformers and satirists. But he appears somewhat to under-
estimate the evidence which illustrates the evils necessarily arising
from the system—from the enforced celibacy of the clergy, the almost
unavoidable idleness of the monks, the organised mendicity and charla-
tanism of the friars. He seems to think it a sufficient defence of the
average monk to show that he was not very much worse than the average
layman, who made no pretensions to religious zeal. And, though he is
careful in distinguishing between the different periods so indiscriminat-
ingly lumped together in common estimates of the medieval world,
he hardly insists enough upon the progressive deterioration of the
orders, especially towards the eve of the Beformation. One of the
very few positive mistakes I have noticed is the assumption (p. 310)
that Dominicans were the only order which was concerned in the
working of the Inquisition. (The absence of the Inquisition in England
might well have been noticed.) Another is the statement that when
Arundel's visitation was forcibly resisted at Oxford the chancellor' flogged
some of the scholars.' That this is a misinterpretation of the authority
I have, I believe, made clear in a work which Mr. Capes does me the
honour to include several times among his authorities. H. RASHDALL.
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